manage
Risk Infor Seel
Processing (RISP) moc

ose
@osu.edu
er’s Candidate
- School of Environment and Natural Resources
The Ohio State University

Dr. Eric Toman
School of Environment and Natural Resources

J niversit

no acey 2dE
& Society

OHIO
STAIE

UNIVERSITY




roject Backgro

.

spondents

P Background
‘¢ Methods, Stu

| Esults

— Key RI‘ variable
- —RISP model




re suppression

ire risk
— Fuel loads hig

. than historicz

— Larger‘nor
extensive fires
— More residents




-MISSIO

escribed burns

— Efficient fuel reducti
method

— Limited smoke
— Consistent p

e Growing public concern
for smoke

— Number of negative air




e

ﬂﬂ r

\ F o
formation Seel ‘ |
— Routine or non-ro e SOoU
* |Information P :

’ — Heuristic or s

5
e More ef@rtf eeking and processing
— Non-routine and systematic




7p)
O
=
7))
—
]
+—
O
©
| -
©
e
@)
©
-
e,
=
©
-

Perceived
Hazard
Characteristics

_

Affective
Response

Informational
Subjective
Norms

F e
Relevant Channel Beliefs

M

Information
Sufficiency

Sufficiency i
Threshold

Current
Knowledge

gy

T

Information Seeking
Processing Behavior

Routine
or
Non-routine

Heuristic
or
Systematic

|Perceived Information|
Gathering Capacity




1€ -
ase 2 of 3-pha t ‘
Phase 1: Interview:
— Informed su

i
~* Phase 2: Mod an approach survey

— Phase‘o: Follow-up survey to Northern Califor
- site

SP: Path Analysis







4

#

Presented at the 19t International Symposium for Society anff Resource Management in Estes Park, Colorado on June éf”%itgrs

: ) O R
/
j —— e
/ e
!}‘ ) 5
7
A
/
.f/(
;!
'{\.
."r,‘l
y
S
,:l‘
»'.*‘4 i
,}f.fa,,_;‘
&3
i
W™
.\‘
|
1
i
\\
.f
{
.‘ N
:
f
(;’ 0 40
L |
|




Montana

Kocgz:;alﬁ

iNational Forest

* f

I

M T

X ‘,ﬁ 4

Spokane

Coeur d'Alene

Kilometers
Presented at the 19* International Symposium for Socnety ‘and Reso

e Management in Estes Park, Colorado on June 6, 2013




/7 Rosehiira

Oregon

OR

Grants Pass .
D\
§ Medin Fremont Winema Natlonal Forest
Ash[and
N
. Klamath Falls
%
A
0 40
| |
Kilometers

Presented at the [19t" International Symposium for Society and Resource Management in Estes Park, CoIorado on June'6,




7

26

95

/ Presented at the 19* International

S)

South Carolina

Francis=Marion|National

Mount Pleasant

posium for Society and Resource Management in Estes Park, Colorad

A

20

N

Kilometers

oonlJune6, 2013







I =1002
8% Male
Average 61 years ¢
* 88% white/Ca
. 73% attwd d 2 t some college

~» Average income: $40,000-60,000
 Non-response bias check: no meaningful
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Paired Samples T-Test for Perceived Current Knowledge and
Sufficiency Threshold

Mean Std. Error
(n=925) Mean
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Sufficiency Threshold (How much do
you feel you would need to know to

have a comfortable understanding of
smoke in your area?)
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0.526*

0.438*
-0.709*

Information Gathering

-0.137*

0.049*

RCB: Number of Sources

RCB: State Information
Score

Information Seeking

Hazard: Smoke Impact
Likeliness

Hazard: Smoke Impact
Severity

Hazard: Impact in Next 5
Years?

Hazard: Proximity to
Potential Fire

0.554*
0.078
Affective Response
0.039
-0.021*
2.315*

0.013*

-0.009

0.058 0.063

RCB: Usefulness of Sources

RCB: Federa Information

Score

Information Sufficiency

| 149

Subjective Norms

* Denotes significance at o = 0.05 level
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